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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is responsive to the following communications: RCE filed 02/14/2008. 



This action is made Final. 



2. 



Claims 1 -25 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , 11, 14, and 20 are the independent claims. T 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 



3. 



In light of applicant's amendment the previous rejection is now considered moot as the applicant 



has removed the computer program product language from the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



5. Claims 1-9, 11-12, 14-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Eruhimov et al. (Hereinafter Eruhimov U.S. Patent Publication No. 20040215591 filed Apr. 



In regard to Independent claim 1, Eruhimov teaches a method of automatically customizing a 
user interface the method (See Figure 8) comprising: 

• Identifying a user of the user interface (see Para 16-19 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches 
organizing the information based on the user's interaction with the items. Therefore, the 



25, 2003. 



Application/Control Number: 10/621,289 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2179 

system must identify the user because one user's traversal of frequently accessed items 
will be different from another and applying a shortcut to an item that the user has 
accessed for another user would be contra to the applicant's invention. 

• Displaying an object within the user interface (Eruhimov Figure 3 and 4). Eruhimov 
expressly discloses displaying an object within the interface, such as files and menu 
items and icons (see Para 22). 

• Displaying a plurality of shortcuts for the object automatically adjusted based on the user 
and a history of the object operations performed by the user to manage the object, 
wherein at least one shortcut of the plurality of shortcuts comprises a control for 
managing data in an application. (Eruhimov Para 32 and Figure 8). Eruhimov expressly 
teaches creating a shortcut based on the number of times the user has accessed the 
object. 



With respect to dependent claim 2, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the plurality of 
shortcuts comprises one of: a hyperlink, a button, an icon, a toolbar control, and a menu item 
(See Para 22 and Figure 3-4). Eruhimov teaches the files or menu items are shortcuts and icons 
can be shortcuts. 

With respect to dependent claim 3, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object comprises 
one of a data file and a set of related data within a data file (Eruhimov Figure 7 shows files and 
folders). 

With respect to dependent claim 4, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising recording 
object operations that are performed by the user on the object to create the history of object 
operations (See Para 29-30). 

With respect to dependent claim 5, Eruhimov teaches calculating a frequency that each object 
operation was selected by the user, and determining a particular object operation having the 
highest frequency (See Para 34 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches calculating an index of items 
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that are accessed by the user. The top item in the index will be the most frequent item accessed 
by the user (See also Para 30). 

With respect to dependent claim 6, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising managing 
the object using an application wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on the application 
(See Para 16 and 17). 

As to dependent claim 7, 17 and 23, Eruhimov teaches the method, system and medium (See 
Para 13) wherein the object has one of a plurality of object states and wherein the displayed 
shortcuts are further based on object state (Eruhimov Para 19). Eruhimov teaches the user 
folders are hierarchically organized and Figure 7 shows the state of the object in a menu. For 
example, the items are selected and then displayed on the tree in an open state. Therefore, a 
state can be where the item is active and displayed to the user. The "drive A" item would not be 
displayed to the user if it were not selected by the user. Couple this rationale with the tracking of 
how many times the user has accessed the path and generating the shortcut to the folder, then 
the structure exists to have an object with a state of selected and in a child node arrangement on 
a tree. 

With respect to dependent claim 8, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the user has a user 
attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut are further based on a history of object operations 
selected by a set of users having the user attribute (Para 17). Eruhimov teaches the interface 
may consist of the Microsoft Windows system and all users within the Window system have a 
login ID and objects on the interface are organized by a user's profile. 
With respect to dependent claim 9, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object has an 
object attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on a history of object 
operations selected for a set of objects having the object attribute (See Para 26-30). Eruhimov 
teaches the auto shortcut is generated automatically based on the number of times it has been 
accessed by the user (See also Figure 8) and the objects have attributes, where they are files or 
folders on a menu or are icons (See Para 22). 
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In regard to Independent claim 11, Eruhimov teaches the method of automatically customizing a 
user interface the method comprising: 

• Identifying a user of the user interface (see Para 16-19 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches 
organizing the information based on the user's interaction with the items. Therefore, the 
system must identify the user because one user's traversal of frequently accessed items 
will be different from another and applying a shortcut to an item that the user has 
accessed for another user would be contra to the applicant's invention. 

• Displaying an object within the user interface, wherein the object has an object attribute 
(Eruhimov Figure 3 and 4). Eruhimov expressly discloses displaying an object within the 
interface, such as files and menu items and icons (see Para 22). The objects displayed in 
the screen all have object attributes where they are files or folders on a menu or are 
icons (See Para 22) and they are located in the hierarchical structure, which is an 
attribute of the object. 

• Recording object operations that are performed by the user on the object to manage the 
object in a history of object operations (See Para 29-30 and 35). Eruhimov teaches 
collecting access statistics. 

• Displaying a plurality of shortcuts for the object automatically adjusted based on the user, 
the object attribute, and a history of the object operations performed by the user to 
manage the object, wherein at least one shortcut of the plurality of shortcuts comprises a 
control for managing data in an application. (Eruhimov Para 32 and Figure 8). Eruhimov 
expressly teaches creating a shortcut based on the number of times the user has 
accessed the object. 
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With respect to dependent claim 12, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising managing 
the object using an application wherein the displayed shortcut are further based on the 
application (See Para 16 and 17). 

In regard to Claims 14-16, claims 14-16 reflect the system comprising computer readable 
instructions for performing the steps of method claims 11-12, respectively, and are rejected along 
the same rationale. 

With respect to dependent claim 18, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the user has a user 
attribute and wherein the displayed shortcuts are further based on a history of object operations 
selected by a set of users having the user attribute (Para 17). Eruhimov teaches the interface 
may consist of the Microsoft Windows system and all users within the Window system have a 
login ID and objects on the interface are organized by a user's profile. 

With respect to dependent claim 19, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object has an 
object attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on a history of object 
operations selected for a set of objects (See Para 26-30). Eruhimov teaches the auto shortcut is 
generated automatically based on the number of times it has been accessed by the user (See 
also Figure 8) and the objects have attributes, where they are files or folders on a menu or are 
icons (See Para 22). 

In regard to Claims 20-22, claims 20-22 reflect the program product comprising computer 
readable instructions for performing the steps of method claims 11-12, respectively, and are 
rejected along the same rationale. 
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With respect to dependent claim 24, claim 24 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 18, and is respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 

With respect to dependent claim 25, claim 25 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 19, and is respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was 
made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eruhimov 
et al. (Hereinafter Eruhimov) U.S. Patent Publication No. 20040215591 filed Apr. 25, 2003, in 
view of Schacher et al. (Hereinafter Schacher) U.S. Patent No. 6002402 issued Dec. 14, 
1999. 
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With respect to dependent claims 10 and 13, as indicated in the above discussion, 
Eruhimov teaches the method steps of claim 1 and 12. 

Eruhimov does not expressly teach reserving a portion of the display area of the user interface for 
displaying shortcuts wherein the shortcuts are displayed in the reserved portion. Eruhimov 
teaches organizing the shortcuts on the interface and placing them in the normal Ul interface 
locations for folder (See Figure 7 and 3-4) but does not teach a reserved portion for the shortcuts. 
However, Schacher teaches the method further comprising reserving a portion of the display area 
of the user interface for displaying shortcuts wherein the shortcuts are displayed in the reserved 
portion (Schacher Figure 6). Schacher shows a task bar where the shortcuts are displayed which 
can be a reserved area because task bars are known in the common art to display icons for 
applications (See column 16, lines 1-5, 630). Schacher and Eruhimov teach displaying objects 
and teach creating shortcuts. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention, having the teachings of Schacher and Eruhimov in front of them, to modify the 
system of Eruhimov to incorporate the reserved location for placing the automatic shortcuts or 
objects on the interface. The motivation Schacher and Eruhimov comes from the suggestion in 
Schacher to provide an object on a toolbar that represent menu options that are normally 
accessed through several levels of interaction by the user. By placing the object on the desktop 
as a shortcut the user can access the item quicker and by doing this the user can bring the 
favorite tool of the user to the forefront, which is an expressed example as to the teachings of 
Eruhimov in creating an automatic shortcut by monitoring the number of time the user travels a 
given path to reach a menu item and then creating a shortcut based on the path item. A favorite 
tool accessed by the user would be indicated as a highly probable accessed item and located 
high in the index of Eruhimov and therefore motivation comes from the suggestion in Schacher to 
provide the tool quicker and with easier activation to the user (See column 13, lines 1-37). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant has changed the scope of the independent claims by 
adding the limitation of automatically organizing the interface for the user. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M, W, F 10:00AM - 8:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

/Steven B Theriault/ 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2179 



/Weilun Lo/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2179 



